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MAIN 
[No. 21] READING ROOM 


FULL COMMITTEE CONSIDERATION OF H.R. 5836, H.R. 6268, AND 
REPORT OF REAL ESTATE AND CONSTRUCTION SUBCOMMITTEE 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D.C., Tuesday, May 5, 1959. 

The committee met, pursuant to call, at 10 a.m., Hon. Carl Vinson, 
chairman of the committee, presiding. 

The CuarrMan. Now the next order of business is a report from 
Subcommittee No. 1, Mr. Kilday’s committee. 

Mr. Kiupay. Mr. Chairman, I have two bills 

The Cuarrman. Let there be order, now. These are very important 
bills coming up. 

Mr. Kitpay. The first is H.R. 5836. 

The purpose of H.R. 5836 is to permit the retention on active duty 
of two WAC Regular Army warrant officers who were on the active 
list at the time the Warrant Officer Act was enacted, but who under 
the law will attain the age of 60 before completing 20 years of active 
duty. 

At the time they were appointed as warrant officers the law permit- 
ted their retention until the age 64, if necessary. When the Warrant 
Officer Act was enacted it was not believed that any women warrant 
officers would be affected so that no savings provisions were made 
applicable to such female warrant officers. 

t now appears that two warrant officers, Dorothy E. Green and 
Thelma L. Alley, will attain the age of 60 before completing 20 years 
of active duty and will be required to be separated under existing law 
without retirement benefits. 

One individual will attain the age of 60 on June 8, 1964, and would 
complete 20 years of active service on November 8, 1965, 5 months later. 
The other will attain the age of 60 on December 7, 1962, and would 
complete 20 years of service on August 12, 1963, 8 months later. The 
proposed legisaltion has been recommended for their relief in view 
of the fact that their cases were not known at the time the Warrant 
Officer Act was written. 

The Department of Defense recommends enactment. 

The costs cannot be accurately predicted since they involve future 
retirement costs, but they will be nominal. 

I might add that similar bills have passed the House on two separate 
oceasions, in 1956 and 1957, but have never been favorably reported 
by the Senate. 

The CuamrMan. Without objection, the bill is reported, and Mr. 
Kilday will place it on the Consent Calendar. 

Now the next bill. 

Mr. Kitpay. Is H.R. 6268. 
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The ‘purpose of H.R. 6268 is to grant to the Secretary of the Navy 
the authority to establish the salary of the academic dean of the Naval 
Pestigraduate Sehool provided that the salary so established shall not 
exceed the maximum salary prescribed by the Classification Act. 

Under existing law, the salary of the dean is now limited to $13,500 
annually. 

Should the proposed legislation become law, the Secretary of thie 
Navy intends to increase the salary of the dean of the Naval Post- 
graduate Schoo] from $13,500 annually to $16,000 annually, although 
the maximum allowed under the Classification Act would permit a 
maximum salary of $17,500. 

The senior professor at the Naval Postgraduate School now re 
ceives a salary of $13,239 annually and when this is compared to the 
dean’s salary of $13,500 the small differential is obvious. 

The U.S. Naval Postgraduate School, which had its beginning in 
1909, presently has a faculty of 125 civilian members and a student 
body of 1,000 officers who are enrolled in approximately 40 curricu- 
lums in engineering and related subjects. Facilities are now being 
planned and implemented for a total of 1,400 students. 

The U.S. Naval Postgraduate School is authorized to confer bach- 
elor’s, master’s, and doctor’s degrees in engineering and associated 
subjects. 

The compensation of the dean was raised from $12,000 annually to 
$13,500 in°1955. Last year the annual salary of the senior professor at 
the Postgraduate School was increased to $13,239. In other words, 
each time there has been an increase, we had to pass a law, and now 
we want to put it under the Classification Act. 

A survey conducted during the academic year 1957-58 revealed 
that deans of 24 well-known private institutions granting advanced 
engineering degrees received salaries from $15,300 to $17,200 annually. 

here are no similar positions in the Army or the Air Force upon 
which to base a comparison. 

I move a favorable report. 

The CHarrman. Without objection, H.R. 6268 will be favorably 
reported. Mr. Kilday will place it on the Consent Calendar and take 
care of it when it is called to the House floor. 

Now the next report is a report from Mr. Philbin’s subcommittee. 
Mr. Philbin is not able to be here today, so I will ask Mr. Doyle to 
submit his report. 

Mr. Doris. Mr. Chairman, your Real Estate Subcommittee met 2 
days last week and considered 19 projects. Two projects were passed 
over for further information and the remainder are recommended 
for approval. 

The first group is almost entirely Navy disposals and I can assure 
the committee that they were gone into with considerable care. I 
will describe the approved projects briefly. 


NAVY DISPOSALS 


No. 195: This covers about 55 acres at the Naval Advance Depot, 
San Bruno, Calif. I might say that Mr. Younger, within whose dis- 
trict this property lies, appeared before the subcommittee and urged 
its favorable consideration. 
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No. 106: This covers Marine Corps airfields in the vicinity of Mi- 
ami, Fla. <A total of 4,249 acres are involved. The fields are Amelia 
‘arhart, Master, Opa Locka, and some connected properties. 

No. 189: This covers the Naval Industrial Shipyard, Everett, Wash. 

No. 193: The Naval Air Station, Atlanta, Ga.; 71 acres in fee and 
335 acres in leased property are involved here. 

No. 186 involves 40 acres of a former open storage area at the Naval 
Ordnance Plant, Pocatello, Idaho. This property, incidentally, 1s 
wholly uncompleted. 

No. 187: 31 acres and improvements comprising the Naval Industrial 
Reserve Ordnance Plant, Dresden, N.Y. 

No. 192: 74 acres and improvements comprising a portion of the 
Naval Diesel School at Richmond, Va. 

No. 188: 10 acres and improvements known as the Naval Industrial 

rdnance Plant, Poughkeepsie, N.Y. 

No. 190: The Naval Industrial Shipyard, Wilmington, Del. 

No. 197 involves the outleasing of 217 substandard Lanham Act 
housing units at the Naval Station, Orange, Tex. 

Acquisition project 287: The last Navy project is an acquisition in- 
volving the leasing of piers and adjacent water areas in the city of 
Fall River, Mass., for the berthing of Navy destroyers. The lease 
cost is $68,000 a year. 

AIR FORCE ACQUISITIONS 


No. 455 is for the acquisition of 100 acres of land at a cost of 
367,400 at Selfridge Air Tienes Base, Mich. This property will be used 
for Capehart housing. 

No. 457 covers the leasing of office space for the Philadelphia Air 
Procurement District Office. The estimated rental is $94,600 and cov- 
ers 27,000 square feet. This is a GSA lease. 

No. 459 covers 106 acres of land at Travis AFB, Calif., for $61,700. 
The land will be used for the construction of a Bomare missile facility. 

No. 456 covers a lease of 11,400 square feet of space for the Dallas, 
Tex., Air Procurement District. This isa GSA lease. 

The last Air Force project is disposal No. 59. This project involves 
Foster AFB, Tex., and the Foster Radio Beacon Annex. This prop- 
erty will probably become a municipal airport and the United States 
will reserve landing rights for the Navy. 


ARMY 


The subcommittee considered only one Army project and that is ac- 
quisition No. 326 involving the acquisition of 90 acres of land in Ha- 
wail, at a cost of $29,318. This property is for a Nike-Hercules mis- 
sile installation. 

That completes the brief description of the projects. I might say 
‘hat Chairman Vinson has reviewed each of these projects independ- 
ently and approved them. In a number of cases, interested members 
of Congress have written to the subcommittee expressing their views 
on these projects. Their views were weighed in the light of the project 
itself and the decision in each case was on the basis of merit. 

Mr. Chairman, on behalf of the committee, I move favorable con- 
sideration. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I have one question, if I may. 
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The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. In connection with the Naval Industrial Reserve Ship- 
yard at Wilmington, Del., was that disposal a lease ora sale ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Fee disposal, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. It is now proposed to dispose of that property in fee / 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. And over the years they have spent goodness knows 
how much money in maintenance of that thing, and it has been a lease 
proposition. 

Mr. Chairman, I would want to take a look at the backup material 
on that particular one, if I may. I shall not object to it. 

The Cuatrman. Which number is that? 

Mr. Ketiener. No. 190, sir. 

The CHatrman. 190. Let me see now. 

Mr. Doyte. No. 190 is the Naval Industrial Shipyard. 

The Cuarrman. Naval Industrial Shipyard at Wilmington, Del. 

Mr. Harpy. That one has been on the griddle so long. 

The CHarrMan. Without objection, the committee acts favorably on 
all the numbered projects submitted in the report by Mr. Doyle, ex- 
cept 190. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHatrman. Members of the committee, I want to state that 
7,027 acres of land is being authorized to be disposed of as a result of 
these recommendations, and an acquisition of 296 acres. 

I examined each and every one of these projects. I went over them 
with Mr. Kelleher. I want to say this, that we are fortunate we have 
Mr. Kelleher to help us in our work here. I want to thank Mr. Phil- 
bin’s committee and Mr. Doyle for their diligence in the hearings and 
the work they put out on these matters. 

This is not slipshod work, It is carefully done. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brecker. I couldn’t hear so well the report over there. But did 
I hear mentioned a naval ordnance plant in New York, or something ? 

The Cuatrman. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Becker. I would just like to know. 

The Cuarrman. New York is so loaded down with activities you 
can hardly get around in there now. 

[ Laughter. | 

Mr. Becker. I just wanted to know what it is. 

Mr. Kettrner. At Poughkeepsie, N.Y. 

The Cuarrman. Thirty-one acres and improvements comprising the 
Naval Industrial Reserve Ordnance Plant, Dresden, N.Y. 

Mr. Ketiener. And another one, sir. 

Mr. Brcxer. What is the other one ? 

The Cuarrman. Here is another one. Ten acres and improvements, 
known as the Naval Industrial Ordnance Facility, Poughkeepsie, N.Y. 
Both the same thing. The facts warrant to get rid of them. Without 
objection, the report is agreed to. 

Now members of the committee, it is necessary now to receive a re- 
port with reference to the oilfield at Elk Hills. That is one of our 
matters that we have to keep under constant supervision, The law 
requires that they submit reports every time you turn a spigot and 
draw any gasoline or oil. Go ahead. 
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Mr. Smarr. This is a letter from Acting Secretary of the Navy 
F. A. Bantz, to the chairman, under date of April 17, 1959, advising 
the committee that the Navy has entered into a contract with the 
Standard Oil Co. of California to sell to Standard Navy’s share of the 
gasoline produced at Elk Hills, Calif. It is a routine matter, I might 
add. 

This was an open bid, submitted to 35 prospective bidders—adver 
tised in nine separate major post offices in California. Only a single 
bid, and that was from Standard, was made. Standard bid base price. 
Base price is the average of those prices posted in the five major fields 
in that immediate area by all of the major companies. 

Standard having been the only bidder and having bid base price. 
it was examined for legality by the Judge Advocate General of the 
Navy, and approved. 

The Secretary of the Navy finds Standard to be a qualified bidder, 
and that the price bid is the best that can be obtained at the present. 

As I pointed out, this is routine, but consultation is required by 
law, and this is the consultation. 

The Cuarrman. I have examined this proposal and I think the facts 
warrant the position that the Department has taken with reference 
to it. 

Now off the record I want to say this—— 

Mr. Conetan. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. CoHean. I just want to know what is the time of the arrange- 
ment. 

Mr. Smart. Five years, and it isan escalator bid. 

Mr. Cone.an. I see. 

The CuHatrMan. I want to say 

Mr. Durnam. Does that compare with former bids? 

Mr. Smart. It does. 

Mr. Duruam. Is it line? 

Mr. Smart. It is. 

The CuarrMan. It is all in line. Everything is all right. I want 
to say this off the record. 

(Further statement off the record. ) 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, gentlemen, very much. It isa pleasure 
to have had you here this morning. 

We will take a recess subject to call of the Chair. 

(Whereupon, at 11:10 a.m., the committee recessed subject to call.) 
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